Corrections Standarads
Authority

Proposal Evaluation
Process

AB 900 Phase |



Process Approved by the CSA Board
and Established by the
Executive Steering Committee (ESC)

= Viay 10, 2007 Appoeintment of Chair and
Co-Chair ofif ESC

= July: 12, 2007 Remainder of ESC
Appoeinted



The ESC Is charged with:

= Reviewing, developing and defining
propesal evaluation; criteria
= Recommending the final form of the

Reguest fior Proposals (REP), Including
the timeline of key events

= Rating each ofi the submitted preposals

= PDeveloping a recemmended! rank-erdered
ISt Of projects te e funded




ESC met on September 24, 2007

Determination of formal rating process,
iIncluding:

= PDefining rating categoeries and weights
(points)

= Greuping bidders according e Specific
criterion (Size ofi jurisdiction)



Development of Draft REP

= Using criteria developed by the ESC

= Reviewed and edited by AB 900
stakeholders: ESC, California Deparntiment
off Corrections and Rehabilitation (CDCR),
State Public Works Boeard, Attorney.
General’'s Office and Governer's Office



Dissemination of Preliminary: REP
to the Field
November 1, 2007

" [Feedback Session heldf Nevember 14,
2007 with Chair and Co-chair

= Resulted infamending the REP



December 13, 2007
CSA Board approved:

= Eipal REP;, with amendments, by Board

= Proposal evaluation criteria andl Process



December 20, 2007
Final REP Issued to the Field

he REP. document describes what bidders
must do to compete effectively for filnding



Staffi Provides
Technical Assistance Durng
Proposal Writing Perioa

= January 8, 2008 Bidders Conference held
In Sacramento (Q&A)

= Erequently Asked Questions posted to
CSA web

= PDraft propesals were reviewed for
technical compliance, I reguestead



Twenty-four Propoesals Received by
March 18, 2008

= Reguesting $1,183,588,842 of available
$750,000,000

= Stafl completed technical review: of all
propesals based on technical crtera in
REP; Including preference points

= Counties were given oppertunity. to correct
lechnical deficiencies



ESC Ratings

= Members with a conflict of interest recuse
themselves and state for the record that they will
neither rate, vete, ner participate 1in discussions
riegarding their county: that woeuld impact the
outcome of recommendations from the
committee

= ESC ratings previded to counties and
recommended funding list previded te: CSA
Board
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